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Remarks 

The Applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiners granting of an interview to the 
undersigned Attorney on April 20, 2006. In that interview, claim 9 was discussed and the 
Examiner noted, after discussion with the undersigned Attorney, that the type of material used, if 
specified in the claim and the fact that the ring is mounted to a simulated carrier prior to its 
mounting on the real carrier are features which are distinguishable from the art of record. 

Claims 9-11 are pending in this application and stand rejected. 
Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C.S 103(a) 

Claims 9-11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marquardt et 
al, (US 6,758,939) in view of Kim et al., (US 6,290,584) and an excerpt from a metals 
Handbook pages 356-365. The Examiner correctly indicates that Marquardt et al. fails to teach 
machining steps used to form the dimensions or produce a flat pad surface. The Examiner 
proceeds to rely upon Kim et al. for a teaching that machining is used to flatten the surface of a 
ring. Also noted is that Marquardt et al. teaches that the ring is made of stainless steel with a 
laminate and that this material is hard and nearly impossible to manipulate by hand. The 
Examiner further relies upon an excerpt taken from the metals handbook discussing the use of 
various machining of metals to design articles made of metal such as stainless steel. The 
Examiner concludes that it would have been obvious to use machining steps as taught by Kim et 
al. in the excerpt to flatten the surface of the ring of Marquardt et al. and to provide the desired 
dimensions for the ring of Marquardt et al. 

As discussed during the telephone interview, a distinctive feature of the claimed 
invention is the step of mounting the ring to a fixture which simulates the mount of a CMP 
apparatus, machining a flat pad engaging surface on the ring. . . and demounting the ring from the 
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fixture. Applicant asserts that while the references cited may show machining steps, they do not 
teach nor suggest such a method in which the ring is mounted to a fixture which simulates the 
mount of a CMP apparatus, a flat pad engaging surface is machined on the ring. . . and then 
demounted from the fixture. 

The Applicant furthermore gratefully acknowledges the Examiner's indication in the 
interview summary that one point which summarizes the invention may be that the ring is 
mounted to a simulated carrier prior to its mounting on the real carrier. The Examiner 
additionally indicated that emphasis on the type of material used is not addressed in the claims to 
distinguish the ring as being less rigid than the conventional rings being at least partially 
comprised of metal. Claim 9 has been amended according to the Examiner's recommendation in 
order to fiirther clarify the material of the ring as being a plastic material. The references of 
record, as discussed above do not teach nor suggest the method as claimed and fiirthermore do 
not teach nor suggest a method employing a ring being formed of a plastic material. For these 
reasons, the Applicant respectfiilly request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 9-11. 

With respect to claims 10 and 11, since they depend from claim 9 which is believed to be 
patentably distinct for the reasons stated above. Applicant respectfiilly asserts that these claims 
are also patentable. Reconsideration is requested. 
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Conclusion 

For all of the foregoing reasons and in view of the foregoing amendments, Apphcants 
respectfully contend that the application is now in condition for allowance. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request entry of the foregoing amendments, reconsideration and 
allowance of claims 9-11, and issuance of a Patent for the subject invention. If the Examiner 
wishes to discuss anything presented here in order to further prosecution of this application, she 
is invited to contact the undersigned attorney for the Applicants. Please charge any additional 
requisite fees relating to this amendment and response to Deposit Account No .501581. 



Respectfully submitted. 



/sa/ 



Barley Snyder 

PTO Customer No. 29450 



Registration No. 39,090 
Attorney for Applicants 
Phone: (610) 722-3899 



Salvatore Anastasi 



Facsimile: (610) 889-3696 



6.28.06/1658044_1.DOC 



-8- 



